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IN THE SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF IDAHO 
SAPIENT TRADING, LLC as assignee of 
TETON COUNTY, WAYNE DAWSON and 
ALVA HARRIS, 
Respondents/Judgment Creditors, 
V 
JOHN N. BACH, 
Appellant/Judgment Debtor. 
Supreme Court No. 40575-2012 
RESPONDENT'S BRIEF 
Appeal from the District Court of the Seventh Judicial District of the State ofldaho, in and for 
the County of Bingham 
Honorable Darren B. Simpson, District Judge, presiding 
Case No. CV-2010-679 
Appellant 
John N. Bach, Pro Se 
PO Box IOI 
Driggs ID 83422 
Counsel For Respondents 
Jared M. Harris 
BAKER & HARRIS 
266 West Bridge Street 
Blackfoot, Idaho 83221 
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COMES NOW Respondent, by and through its attorney ofrecord Jared M. Harris of the 
law offices of BAKER & HARRIS, and hereby respectfully submits its responding brief to 
Appellant's Brief. 
I. STATEMENT OF THE CASE 
On March 19, 2010, Respondent filed an Affidavit in support of Notice of Filing Foreign 
Judgment [R. p. 6-13.] and Notice by Attorney of Filing Foreign Judgment [R. p. 14-15.] A copy 
of the Notice by Attorney of Filing Foreign Judgment was mailed to Appellant. [R. p. 15.] 
On March 19, 2010, a Notice of Filing Foreign Judgment was entered by the Court on behalf 
of Respondent wherein Respondent was the assignee of Teton County, Wayne Dawson and Alva 
Harris which arose out of a United States District Court case, case number CV-G 1-266-E-TGN 
wherein Appellant was the Plaintiff. Pursuant to statute, the Notice of Filing Foreign Judgment was 
sent to Appellant. [R. p. 17.] 
On April 26, 201 0, an Abstract of Judgment was recorded in Teton County as Instrument No. 
210869. [Exhibits, Plaintiffs Exhibit B, p. 5.] 
On August 27, 2012, Respondent had a Writ of Execution issued and sought to execute on 
real property located in Teton County which is arguably owned by Appellant. On September 28, 
2012, Appellant filed a claim of exemption in said real property. [R. p. 107-113.] On or about 
October 3, 2012, Respondent filed a Motion for Hearing on Appellant's Claim of Exemption. [R. 
p. 105-113.] A hearing was held on October 9, 2012, on Respondent's Motion for Hearing on 
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Judgment Debtor's Claim of Exemption [R. p. 118-119.], and was continued to October 22, 2012. 
(R. p. 120-121.] On or about October 31, 2012, the Court entered its Order Granting Judgment 
Creditors' Motion and Denying Judgment Debtor's Claim of Exemption. [R. p. 122-136.] 
On or about November 7, 2012, Respondent filed an Affidavit and Memorandum of Costs 
and Attorney's Fees on Judgment Creditors' Motion for Hearing on Judgment Debtor's Claim of 
Exemption. [R. p. 137-140.] 
On December 6, 2012, the Court entered an Order awarding Costs and Attorney's Fees on 
Judgment Creditors' Motion for Hearing on Judgment Debtor's Claim of Exemption. [R. p. 141-
142.] 
On December 11, 2012 Appellant filed a Notice of Appeal and Notice of Motion Exparte to 
Stay Completely Any Notice of Levy & Sale of Real Property. [R. p. 143-165.] 
On December 20, 2012, Appellant filed a Motion for Reconsideration. [R. p. 166-167.] 
On February 11, 2013, the Court entered an Order Denying Judgment Debtor's Motion for 
Reconsideration [R. p. 174-181.] and also entered a Judgment. [R. p. 182-183.] 
II. ADDITIONAL ISSUES PRESENTED ON APPEAL 
Is Respondent entitled to attorney's fees on appeal? 
III. ARGUMENT 
Appellant's arguments each seem to revolve around the issue of whether the District Court 
has jurisdiction. 
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A. PERSONAL JURISDICTION 
Appellant appears to make the argument that the Bingham County District Court lacks 
personal jurisdiction over him. Appellant's argument simply is incorrect. When Appellant filed his 
Complaint as the Plaintiff in the Federal District Court, Appellant consented to personal jurisdiction 
of that Court. See Moore v. Rohm & Haas Co., 446 F.3d 643, 646 (6th Cir. 2006) "Courts have 
consistently held that a court always has personal jurisdiction over a named plaintiff because that 
party, by choosing the forum, has consented to the personal jurisdiction of that court." When the 
Federal District Court entered a judgment against Appellant, personal jurisdiction was not lost, nor 
was it lost by the assignment of the Judgment to Respondent herein. Finally, personal jurisdiction 
is not lost by the domestication of the Judgment in the Bingham County District Court. 
B. SUBJECT MATTER JURISDICTION 
Appellant also appears to argue that the District Court lacks subject matter jurisdiction as 
a result of the action being domesticated in Bingham County instead of Teton County. Appellant 
appears to be confusing the venue issue with the subject matter jurisdiction question. 
On March 17,2011, the District Court denied Appellant's Motion to Change Venue. [R. p. 
53-60.] Appellant has failed to timely appeal from that District Court's decision, and therefore that 
issue has not properly been preserved. In any event, Idaho Code § 10- I 302 does not require that the 
foreign judgment be domesticated in a county which may be proper for venue purposes. Idaho Code 
§ 10-1302 states: 
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A copy of any foreign judgment certified in accordance with the act 
of congress or the statutes of this state may be filed in the office of the 
clerk of any district court of any county of this state ... 
( emphasis added.) 
The District Court obtained subject matter jurisdiction upon the proper domestication of the 
Federal District Court Judgment. Appellant has not set forth any reason or argument that 
Respondent's domestication was not done properly. On March 19, 2010, Respondent filed an 
Affidavit in support ofNotice of Filing Foreign Judgment [R. p. 6-13.] and Notice by Attorney of 
Filing Foreign Judgment [R. p. 14-15.] A copy of the Notice by Attorney of Filing Foreign 
Judgment was mailed to Appellant. [R. p. 15.] On March 19, 2010, a Notice of Filing Foreign 
Judgment was entered by the Court on behalf of Respondent, wherein Respondent was the assignee 
of Teton County, Wayne Dawson and Alva Harris which arose out of a United States District Court 
case, case number CV-Gl-266-E-TGN wherein Appellant was the Plaintiff. [Exhibits, Plaintiffs 
Exhibit A, p. 3-4.] Pursuant to statute, the Notice of Filing Foreign Judgment was sent to Appellant. 
[R. p. 17.] 
Further, the honorable Darren B. Simpson, District Judge, properly denied Appellant's 
Homestead Exemption. The Abstract of Judgment [Exhibits, Plaintiffs Exhibit B, p. 5.] recorded 
on April 26,2010 admitted into evidence by Judge Simpson, constitutes a lien on any interest in real 
property that Appellant may have in Teton County. The only evidence Appellant admitted was 
Appellant's August 13,2010 Declaration of Homestead. [Exhibits, Defendant's Exhibit B, p. 10-11.] 
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As Judge Simpson noted: 
Sapient's judgment pre-dates Bach's declaration and, as far as the 
record in this matter reveals, Bach's interest in the Peacock Parcel is 
subject to execution in satisfaction of Sapient' s judgment. 
See Order Granting Judgment Creditor's Motion and Denying Judgment Debtor's Claim of 
Exemption dated October 31, 2012, at page 13. [R., p. 134.] This ruling is correct, and is not 
challenged by Appellant. 
C. ATTORNEY'S FEES ON APPEAL 
Respondent is entitled to attorney's fees and costs in this matter pursuant to Idaho Code§§ 
11-203, and 12-121. 
Idaho Code§ l l-203(b) states in part: 
The prevailing party at the hearing may be awarded costs pursuant to 
the Idaho rules of civil procedure. 
In the District Court's February 11, 2013 Order Denying Judgment Debtor's Motion for 
Reconsideration it awarded attorney's fees and costs pursuant to Idaho Code§ 1 l-203(b). [R. p. 174-
181.] Respondent asserts that it is also entitled to attorney's fees on appeal from the District Court's 
Order Granting Judgment Creditors' Motion and Denying Judgment Debtor's Claim of Exemption. 
[R. p. 122-136.] 
Respondent is also entitled to an attorney's fee pursuantto Idaho Code§ 12-121. Idaho Code 
§ 12-121 states: 
In any civil action, the judge may award reasonable attorney's fees to 
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the prevailing party or parties, provided that this section shall not 
alter, repeal or amend any statute which otherwise provides for the 
award of attorney's fees. 
Respondent asserts that the appeal in this matter is not made with a proper foundation and has been 
frivolously pursued. 
Such an award is appropriate when we are left with an abiding belief 
that the appeal has been brought or defended frivolously, 
unreasonably, or without foundation. 
Matter oflrwin's Estate, 104 Idaho 876,880,664 P.2d 783, 787, (Ct. App. 1983). 
IV. CONCLUSION 
Respondent asserts that this appeal should be denied. There is no question that the District 
Court has both personal and subject matter jurisdiction. Further, Respondent asserts that it should 
be awarded its attorney's fees and costs on appeal. 
RESPECTFULLY SUBMITTED this __ day of August, 2013. 
BAKER & HARRIS 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I certify that on this--· day of August, 2013, I served a true and correct copy of the 
following-described document on the person(s) listed below by the method indicated. 
Document Served: RESPONDENT'S BRIEF 
Person(s) Served: John N. Bach 
PO Box 101 
Driggs, ID 83422 
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